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REMARKS 

Claims 1-2, and 4-37 are presently pending. Claims 3 and 38-63 have been 
canceled without prejudice. Claims 64 and 65 are added. Reconsideration and 
Continued Examination is respectfully requested. 

Independent claims 1 and 22, among other claims, were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being anticipated by United States Patent No. 5,758,259 ("Lawler I") 
in view of U.S Patent 5,905,522 ("Lawler II"). 

Claim 1 recites, among other limitations "a distribution unit, wherein the 
distribution unit is adapted to independently transmit on-demand a requested 
multimedia channel and an associated requested corresponding bandwidth to each of 
the plurality of STBs, wherein the associated requested corresponding bandwidth is 
requested from each of the plurality of STBs". Examiner has indicated that Lawler II 
teaches the foregoing at col. 4, lines 4-16 and col. 5, lines 21-56. 

Assignee respectfully traverses the rejection. Even if "each requested dedicated 
program service is associated with requested corresponding bandwidth; like bitmap, 
audio, or video are different", it is noted that Lawler II is directed to a broadcasting. As 
Lawler II notes "Demodulator 62a functions as a convention television tuner for 
selecting one of multiple conventional analog video signals received from central control 
node 12 at input 60. Video decoder 62b functions as a digital equivalent of demodulator 
62a for selecting one of multiple digital video signals received at input 60". Thus, 
Assignee respectfully submits that the combination of Lawler I in view of Lawler II does 
not teach or fairly suggest "a distribution unit, wherein the distribution unit is adapted to 
independently transmit on-demand a requested multimedia channel and an associated 
requested corresponding bandwidth to each of the plurality of STBs, wherein the 
associated requested corresponding bandwidth is requested from each of the plurality 
of STBs ". 

Examiner has indicated that the combination discloses "dedicated programming 
services typically are provided by IT system 10 as or in conjunction with computer- 
executed applications that include video-on-demand (VOD), preview on demand (POD), 
audio on demand (AOD), and games or other interactive applications. 
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It is noted, however, that the foregoing, e.g., video-on-demand, and the like, are 
still part of the broadcast signal. Selective receipt is achieved by scrambling or 
encryption. Thus, even on televisions that do not request the VOD or the like, bandwidth 
is used for the encrypted or scrambled signal. Therefore, the combination does not 
teach "a distribution unit, wherein the distribution unit is adapted to independently 
transmit on-demand a requested multimedia channel and an associated requested 
corresponding bandwidth to each of the plurality of STBs, wherein the associated 
requested corresponding bandwidth is requested from each of the plurality of STBs". 

Accordingly, Assignee respectfully requests that Examiner withdraw the rejection 
to claims 1 and 22, as well as to the dependent claims. 

Claims 64 and 65 are added. 

Claim 64 recites, among other limitations, "wherein the bandwidth is 
approximately the transmission rate of the requested multimedia channel." It is noted 
that in VOD systems, the bandwidth is still equal to the combined bandwidth of all the 
broadcast channels. Claim 65 recites, among other limitaitons, "wherein the requested 
multimedia channel is transmitted unencrypted." It is noted that in VOD systems, the 
video-on-demand channel is encrypted. 

Accordingly, for at least the foregoing reasons, allowance is requested for claims 
64 and 65. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

In general, the Office Action makes various statements regarding the claims and 
the cited references that are now moot in light of the above. Thus, Assignee will not 
address such statements at the present time. However, Assignee expressly reserves 
the right to challenge such statements in the future should the need arise (e.g., if such 
statements should become relevant by appearing in a rejection of any current or future 
claim). 

For at least the foregoing reasons, the pending claims are in a condition for 
allowance. Examiner is requested to enter the amendments and pass this case to 
issuance. 

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any additional necessary fees or 
credit any overpayment to the Deposit Account of McAndrews, Held & Malloy, Account 
No. 13-0017. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/Mirut P. Dalai/ 
Mirut P. Dalai 
Attorney for Applicants 
Date: March 28, 201 1 Registration No. 44,052 

McAndrews, Held & Malloy, Ltd. 
500 W. Madison -34 th Floor 
Chicago, IL 60661 

Phone: (312)775-8000 
Fax: (312)775-8100 
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